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inhabitants of backward countries were deprived of their lands
and forced to work for wages. The earlier method wras to
assume that a native chief was in the same position as a European
landowner, and possessed the right to alienate the land of his
tribe. This assumption was unfounded because the conception of
individual ownership of land is seldom found among primitive
people. Land is usually owned by them communally, and indi-
vidual tenure of a part of it is a usufructuary right personal to
the occupier, dependent upon the goodwill of the community
represented by the chief. Tenure may be conditional on proper
use. In the early days of colonization savage tribes in uncolonized
parts of the world, unfamiliar with the institution of individual
ownership have often been willing to allow Europeans to
occupy part of their lands, believing that they were granting
only the right to use the land so long as the particular grantee
required it. Many large tracts of land have been acquired in this
way for a totally inadequate consideration, such as. a few cases of
gin or gaudy clothing, and have been converted into ownership
in perpetuity. The European grantee, in accordance with his
accustomed practice, secured his tenure of the land by a written
instrument couched in the language of European land law, the
meaning of which the grantor seldom, if ever understood, but
on which he made his mark as requested. The validity of some
of these grants has been questioned by litigation, but rarely has
the native been able to get redress for the iniquity of his position
under the white man's law.

By far the most usual method of depriving natives of their
land has been the nationalization and sale method. Strangely
enough, this had its origin in the realization of the need to
protect native holders or occupants of land from fraudulent
or unscrupulous purchasers. In order to achieve this, a doctrine
was propounded that the fee simple of native lands was vested
in the Crown by right of conquest, subject to the communal
right of possession by the natives, described above, and that
individuals could not purchase native lands without the consent
of the Crown. The uncultivated, or at least the unoccupied